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The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-10, 12, 17, 23, and 26-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chu et al. in view of Yasushi et al. (JP 2001-212253, cited by applicant in the 
Information Disclosure Statements filed on February 3, 2005 and April 8,2005) for the reasons 
explained in the previous Office action. The only change made to these claims in the amendment 
filed on January 1 9, 2006 was the addition of the limitation that the apparatus also contains a 
collimator for shaping the charged particle beam. Since the apparatus disclosed by Chu also 
comprises such a collimator, this new limitation does nothing to patentably distinguish the 
claimed invention over the prior art. 

Claims 10, 11, 15, 16, 21, and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chu et aland Yasushi et alas applied to claims 1-10, 12, 17, 23, and 26-29 
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above, and further in view of either Moyers et al. or Hernandez et al. for the reasons explained it 
the previous Office action. 

Claims 13, 14, 18-20, 24, 25, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Chu et al. and Yasushi et al as applied to claims 1-10, 12, 17, 23, and 26-29 
above, and further in view of Huntziger for the reasons explained in the previous Office action. 

Applicant's arguments filed January 1 9, 2006 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one cannot 
show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections are based on 
combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re 
Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 



examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (8:30-7:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John R. Lee can be reached on (571) 272-2477. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



examiner should be directed to Jack I. Berman whose telephone number is (571) 272-2468. The 
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